ABSTRACT. Let It is the purpose of this paper to point out the q above erroneous assumption, and to discuss two ways in which hypotheses of the earlier paper can be modified so that the results derived there are valid.
for some h( [3] where it is shown that f(x) and g(x) represent the same function on F mxmq if and only if f(x) g(x)(rood Lm(X)) where 
AN ALTERNATE MODIFICATION.
We now cons%der another way to modify the hypotheses in [i] [i] can be deri=ed (using identical proofs) provided the following agreement is made: whenever a formula or statement in [i] We should comment that in case f(x) has no roots in F the sum (4.1) is q the empty sum which by convention is zero.
Formula (4.1) can also be used in conjunction with Burnside's lemma [5] to
give the following number (R) of equivalence classes:
where Z(%(x) x) is given in (4.1).
If we take R to be the trivial group fl {#(x) x}, then (4.4) 
